In this article, we have presented a numerical solution to the MHD heat and mass transfer flow of a nanofluid through
INTRODUCTION
A nanofluid is a fluid containing small volumetric quantities of nanometer-sized particles (1-100 nm), called nanoparticles. These fluids are engineered in a suspension of nanometer-sized solid particles or fibers in conventional base fluids like water, ethylene glycol, toluene, and engine oil. The nanoparticles used in nanofluids are typically made of metals (Al, Cu), oxides (Al 2 O 3 , CuO, TiO 2 , SiO 2 ), carbides (SiC), nitrides (AlN, SiN), or nonmetals (graphite, carbon nanotubes). In recent years, the concept of a nanofluid has been proposed as route for enhancing the performance of the heat transfer rates in liquids. Low thermal conductivity is a primary limitation in the development of energy-efficient heat transfer fluids. Conventional heat transfer fluids such as water, ethylene glycol, and engine oil have limited heat transfer capabilities due to their low heat transfer properties. In contrast, metals have thermal conductivities up to three times higher than these fluids, so it is naturally desirable to combine the two substances to produce a heat transfer medium that behaves like a fluid but has the thermal properties of a metal. which are in nanometer size possess unique physical and chemical properties. They can flow smoothly through microchannels without clogging because they are sufficiently small to behave similarly to liquid molecules. This fact has attracted much research into the investigation of the heat transfer characteristics in nanofluids. It has been found that the presence of nanoparticles increases the thermal conductivity of the base fluid in the range of 15%-40%. Effective cooling techniques are much needed in many industries such as manufacturing, power, transportation, electronic devices, and, in particular, the next generation of thin-film solar energy collector devices. We can find many experimental and numerical studies in literature to know the importance of nanofluid natural convection heat transfer (Wang and Mujumdar, 2008; Sarkar, 2011; Kamyar et al., 2012) . However, we can witness diverse conclusions in those experimental and numerical investigations (Haddad et al., 2012) . In an experimental investigation of nanofluid natural convection heat transfer, deterioration was usually noticed, whereas in numerical investigation, enhancement is reported. In his benchmark study, Buongiorno (2006) has reported seven possible mechanisms associating nanofluid natural convection through moment of nanoparticles in the base fluid using scale analysis. These mechanisms are nanoparticle size, inertia, particle agglomeration, Magnus effect, volume fraction of the nanoparticle, Brownian motion, thermophoresis, and so on. Putra et al. (2003) have found heat transfer depreciation in both Al 2 O 3 -water and CuO-water based nanofluids (with volume fraction 1% and 4%) in their experimental study. Wen and Ding (2005) also reported heat transfer deterioration in TiO 2 -water based nanofluids (with volume fraction 0.19% and 0.57%) in their study. Li and Peterson (2010) have described natural convection heat transfer deceleration in the Al 2 O 3 -water based nanofluid (with volume fraction 0.5% and 6%), and because of nanoparticle Brownian motion, smoothing the temperature gradient causes delay in natural convection. Rui et al. (2011) noticed deterioration in natural convection heat transfer in the Al 2 O 3 -water based nanofluid and due to mass diffusion of nanoparticles in their experimental study under the Rayleigh-Benard configuration. Nnanna (2007) have found in their experiment that the natural convection heat transfer depreciates when nanoparticle volume fraction is more than 2% in the Al 2 O 3 -water based nanofluid owing to an increase in kinematic viscosity. Ho et al. (2010) also conveyed up to 18% natural convective heat transfer improvement in Al 2 O 3 -water nanofluid (with volume fraction 0.1%), but deterioration was found when the volume fraction was more than 2%. Eastman et al. (1997) have noticed in their numerical study that the thermal conductivity of the base fluid (water) is increased up to 60% when CuO nanoparticles of volume fraction 5% are added to the base fluid. This is because of increasing surface area of the base fluid due to the suspension of nanoparticles. Eastman et al. (2001) have also showed that the thermal conductivity is increased 40% when copper nanoparticles of volume fraction less than 1% are added to ethylene glycol or oil. Choi et al. (2001) have reported that there is 150% enhancement in thermal conductivity when carbon nanotubes are added to ethylene glycol or oil. In addition, Xie et al. (2002) have observed that Al 2 O 3 -ethylene glycol based nanofluid thermal conductivity is increased in the range 25%-30%. Recently, Bresme and Oettel (2007) and Lervik et al. (2009) have presented numerical studies to analyze the possible heat transfer mechanisms between nanoparticle and fluid. Eliodoro and Pietro (2011) have analyzed surface heat transfer enhancement by carbon nanofins. In this study, they have proposed nanofins are the alternative to nanofluids. Eliodoro et al. (2014) have analyzed the scaling analysis for the water passage through nanoconfined geometries. However, today, normal computational fluid dynamics (CFD) investigation is still playing a dominant role in this area. Khanafer et al. (2003) found remarkable heat transfer enhancement in CuO-water based nanofluids when nanoparticle volume fraction is up to 20%. Oztop and Abu-Nada (2008) have discussed heat and mass transfer characteristics of Al 2 O 3 -water, TiO 2 -water, and CuO-water nanofluids over two-dimensional rectangular enclosures and found significant natural heat transfer enhancement when volume fraction of nanoparticles is up to 20%. Aminossadati and Ghasemi (2009) reported that adding copper (Cu), silver (Ag), Al 2 O 3 , and TiO 2 nanoparticles (φ was up to 20%) could improve the cooling performance of pure water in a bottom-heated two-dimensional enclosure, especially when the Rayleigh number was low. Ghasemi and Aminossadati (2010) have noticed remarkable enhancement in the rates of heat transfer in CuO-water nanofluid with volume fraction (φ) 1% ∼ 4% in a two-dimensional triangular enclosure. Fakhreddine Segni et al. (2011) found nanofluid natural heat convection enhancement in Al 2 O 3 , TiO 2 , and Cu nanoparticles when the volume fraction of nanoparticles is less than 5% in a two-dimensional cavity. Ternik and Rudolf (2012) examined the heat transfer enhancement of water-based gold (Au), Al 2 O 3 , Cu, and TiO 2 nanofluids when φ was up to 10% in a two-dimensional cavity. Recently, Chamkha and colleagues (Chamkha et al., 2012 (Chamkha et al., , 2013 Chamkha and Rashad, 2014) have presented mixed convection heat and mass transfer characteristics of nanofluid under different geometries, like wedge, cone, and rotating vertical cone, by taking magnetic field, radiation, and other parameters. have analyzed natural convection non-Darcy nanofluid over a vertical cone through a porous medium. Very recently, Sheremet and Pop (2014) have reported natural convection of nanofluid in a square porous cavity using Buongiorno's mathematical model. Sheremet et al. (2015a) noticed three-dimensional natural convection in a porous enclosure filled with a nanofluid using Buongiorno's mathematical model. Sheremet et al. (2015b,c) have conferred the Tiwari and Das' model of nanofluid through a porous medium over a square cavity and a cubical cavity, respectively.
Magnetic nanoparticles are especially useful in biomedicine, sink float separation, cancer therapy, and so on. Specific biomedical applications involving nanofluids include hyperthermia, magnetic cell separation, drug delivery, and contrast enhancement in magnetic resonance imaging. Thermal radiation plays a very significant role in the surface heat transfer when convection heat transfer is very small. It has applications in manufacturing industries for the design of reliable equipment, nuclear plants, gas turbines, and various propulsion devices for aircraft, missiles, satellites, and space vehicles. Also, the effects of thermal radiation on forced and free convection flow are important in the context of space technology and processes involving high temperatures. The working fluid heat generation or absorption effects are very crucial in monitoring the heat transfer in the regions, heat removal from nuclear fuel debris, underground disposal of radioactive waste material, storage of foodstuffs, and exothermic chemical reactions and dissociating fluids in packed-bed reactors. This heat source can occur in the form of a coil or battery. In addition, in many chemical engineering processes, chemical reactions take place between a foreign mass and the working fluid, which moves due to the stretching of the surface. The order of the chemical reaction depends on many factors. First-order chemical reaction is one of the simplest reactions in which the rate of reaction is directly proportional to the species concentration. In view of the preceding applications, Chamkha (2003) has analyzed magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) steady state heat and mass transfer flow over a uniformly moving vertical surface with first-order chemical reaction and heat generation/absorption. Amit and Mahesh Kumar (2014) have discussed MHD convection of nanofluids through porous media. EL-Kabeir et al. (2015) have presented mixed convection flow of nanofluids over a solid sphere through a porous medium under convective boundary conditions by taking thermal radiation into account. Representative studies in this area may be found in the articles by Ellahi and colleagues (Ellahi, 2013; Ellahi et al., 2012 Ellahi et al., , 2013 , Noreen Sher et al. (2014a ,b, 2015 , Rashidi et al. (2015) , Sheikholeslami et al. (2014a Sheikholeslami et al. ( ,b,c, 2015a , Zeeshan et al. (2014) .
To the best of the authors' knowledge, no studies have been found in literature concerning the influence of nanoparticle volume fraction on Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids over a vertical cone througha porous medium with magnetic field, chemical reaction, radiation, and heat generation/absorption. Hence, the problem is addressed in this article. The problem presented here has many industrial, transportation, electronics, and biomedical applications, such as in advanced nuclear systems, cylindrical heat pipes, automobiles, fuel cells, drug delivery, biological sensors, and hybrid-powered engines. Figure 1 demonstrates a two-dimensional, steady, electrically conducting heat and mass transfer boundary layer flow of nanofluid over a vertical cone. The coordinate system is chosen as the x-axis is coincident with the flow direction over the cone surface. It is assumed that T w and ϕ w are the temperature and nanoparticle volume fraction at the surface of the cone (y = 0) and T ∞ and ϕ ∞ are the temperature and nanoparticle volume fraction of the ambient fluid, respectively. An external magnetic field of strength B 0 is applied in the direction of the y-axis. The thermophysical properties of the nanofluid are given in Table 1 . By considering the work of Kuznetsov and Nield (2010) and by employing the Oberbeck-Boussinesq approximation, the governing equations describing the steady state conservation of mass, momentum, energy, and conservation of nanoparticles for nanofluids in the presence of thermal radiation and other important parameters take the following form: 
MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION
The associated boundary conditions are
The radiative heat flux q r (using Rosseland approximation) is defined as
We assume that the temperature variances inside the flow are such that the term T 4 can be represented as linear function of temperature, so it has Taylor series expansion. After neglecting higher-order terms from the Taylor series expansion of T 4 about T ∞ , we get
Thus substituting Eq. (8) in Eq. (7), we get
The nonuniform heat source/sink, q ′′′ , is defined as
where A1 and B1 are the coefficients of space and temperature-dependent heat source/sink, respectively. The case A1 > 0, B1 > 0 corresponds to an internal heat source and the case A1 < 0, B1 < 0 corresponds to an internal heat sink. The dynamic viscosity µ nf , density ρ nf , thermal diffusivity α nf , thermal conductivity k nf , and heat capacitance (ρc p ) nf of the nanofluid and kinematic viscosity ν f of the base fluid are defined as follows:
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We now introduce the following similarity variables to transform the governing equations into a system of ordinary differential equations:
Here r can be approximated by the local radius of the cone, if the thermal boundary layer is thin, and is related to the x coordinate by r = x sin γ. Substituting Eq. (10) into Eqs. (1)- (4), we get the following system of nonlinear ordinary differential equations:
The transformed boundary conditions are
where prime denotes differentiation with respect to η and the significant thermophysical parameters dictating the flow dynamics are defined by
Quantities of practical interest in this problem are skin-friction coefficient, local Nusselt number Nu x , and local Sherwood number Sh x , which are defined as
The set of ordinary differential equations (11)- (13) are highly nonlinear and therefore cannot be solved analytically. The finite-element method (FEM) (Bhargava et al., 2009; Anwar Bég et al., 2008; Rana and Bhargava, 2012; Reddy and Chamkha, 2016) has been implemented to solve these nonlinear equations. The very important aspect in this numerical procedure is to select an approximate finite value of η ∞ . So, to estimate the relevant value of η ∞ , the solution process has been started with an initial value of η ∞ = 4, and then Eqs. (11)-(13) are solved together with boundary conditions (14). We have updated the value of η ∞ and the solution process is continued until the results are not affected with further values of η ∞ The choice of η max = 6 and η max = 8 for velocity and temperature concentration has confirmed that all the numerical solutions approach the asymptotic values at the free-stream conditions.
NUMERICAL METHOD OF SOLUTION

The Finite-Element Method
The FEM is a powerful method for solving ordinary differential equations and partial differential equations. The basic idea of this method is dividing the whole domain into smaller elements of finite dimension called finite elements. This method is a good numerical method in modern engineering analysis, and it can be applied for solving integral equations including heat transfer, fluid mechanics, chemical processing, electrical systems, and many other fields. The steps involved in the FEM are as follows:
1. Finite-element discretization. The whole domain is divided into a finite number of subdomains, which is called the discretization of the domain. Each subdomain is called an element. The collection of elements is called the finite-element mesh.
Generation of the element equations.
a. From the mesh, a typical element is isolated and the variational formulation of the given problem over the typical element is constructed.
b. An approximate solution of the variational problem is assumed, and the element equations are made by substituting this solution in the above system.
c. The element matrix, which is called the stiffness matrix, is constructed by using the element interpolation functions.
Assembly of element equations.
The algebraic equations so obtained are assembled by imposing the interelement continuity conditions. This yields a large number of algebraic equations known as the global FEM, which governs the whole domain.
4.
Imposition of boundary conditions. The essential and natural boundary conditions are imposed on the assembled equations.
Solution of assembled equations.
The assembled equations so obtained can be solved by any of the numerical techniques, namely, the Gauss elimination method, LU decomposition method, and so on. An important consideration is the shape functions employed to approximate actual functions.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The system of equations (11)- (13) together with the boundary conditions (14) are solved for different values of the parameters that describe the flow characteristics and the results are illustrated graphically in Figs. 2-10. In most practical situations, heat should be detached from the hot surface into the ambient space, so it is worth mentioning that a cone with hot surface is more practical than one with a cold surface. However, there are some cases in which there is a heat reaction or heat-absorbing process inside the cone in which the cone should be heated from the ambient space. Hence the main aim of the present study is to discuss the heat and mass transfer characteristics of nanofluid over a cone with a hot surface. Comparison with previously published work is made and is shown in Table 2 . The effects of magnetic field parameter (M ) on the velocity, temperature, and concentration profiles are depicted in Figs. 2(a)-2(c) for both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids. The velocity profile impedes throughout the boundary layer with the increase in the strength of magnetic parameter in both the Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluids. This is due to the fact that the presence of a magnetic field in the flow creates a force known as the Lorentz force, which acts as a retarding force, and consequently, the momentum boundary layer thickness decelerates throughout the flow region [ Fig. 2(a) ]. We define the thermal energy as the additional force which drags the nanofluid from the influence of the magnetic field. This additional force increases the thickness of the thermal boundary layer so that the temperature profile enriches with a rise in M , and this rise is less in the Al 2 O 3 -water nanofluid than in the Ag-water nanofluid [ Fig. 2(b) ]. From Fig. 2(c) , we notice that as the value of M increases, the concentration distributions are also enriched in the flow regime in both nanofluids. The velocity, temperature, and concentration distribution for various values of the mixed convection parameter Ra is shown in Figs. 3(a)-3(c) . We have observed that as the values of Ra enhance, the velocity distributions in both the Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluids elevate in the boundary layer region. This is because of the fact that convection currents improve whenever Ra increases, so that the hydrodynamic boundary layer thickness increases. It is analyzed that both temperature and concentration profiles in the Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluid impedes with increasing values of mixed convection parameter Ra. This is because of the fact that the mixed convection parameter is more dominant as compared to the buoyancy ratio parameter, so that there is retardation in the thickness of thermal and nanoparticle concentration boundary layers. Furthermore, temperature and concentration profiles increase when Ra = 0 (forced convection) because of no buoyancy forces, and both profiles retard with the increasing values of Ra.
Figures 4(a)-4(c) depict the velocity (f ′ ), temperature (θ), and concentration (S) distributions for different values of the buoyancy ratio parameter (N r). From Fig. 4(a) we noticed retardation in the thickness of hydrodynamic boundary layers in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluids with the higher values of N r. The temperature profiles of the fluid increase with increasing values of buoyancy ratio parameter. This is from the reality that a higher buoyancy ratio parameter enhances the fluid temperature, so that the thermal boundary layer thickness is increased [ Fig. 4(b) ]. The concentration profiles also enhance throughout the fluid region for different increasing values of buoyancy ratio parameter N r. This is because of the fact that the nanoparticle concentration boundary layer thickness in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluid elevates with increasing values of N r [ Fig. 4(c) ].
Figures 5 This means both the thermal and solutal boundary layer thickness is reduced in the fluid regime. The effect of the radiation parameter (R) on velocity and temperature profiles is shown in Figs. 6(a,b) for both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluid, respectively. It is seen that as the values of the thermal radiation parameter increase, the thermal boundary layer thickness is enhanced in both nanofluids [ Fig. 6(a) ]. This is due to the fact that the presence of the thermal radiation effect increases the temperature of the fluid in the entire flow region. In general, this is true because increasing the Rosseland diffusion approximation for radiation enhances the temperature of the fluid, and this increase is lower in the Al 2 O 3 -water nanofluid than in the Ag-water nanofluid [ Fig. 6(b) ].
The temperature and concentration distributions for various values of the Prandtl number (Pr) are depicted in Figs. 7(a,b) . The temperature profiles decelerate with the higher Prandtl number values in both nanofluids. By definition, the Prandtl number is defined as the ratio of momentum diffusivity to the thermal diffusivity, and therefore increasing the values of Pr means a higher momentum diffusivity or a lesser thermal diffusivity, which causes the reduction in the thermal boundary layer thickness, and the deceleration in the temperature profiles is lower in the Agwater nanofluid than in the Al 2 O 3 -water nanofluid [ Fig. 7(a) ]. We observe from Fig. 7(b) that increasing values of Prandtl number lead to an increase in the concentration profiles in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids. This is due to the fact that the solutal boundary layer thickness is increased with the enhancement in the values of Pr. The temperature and concentration profiles of the Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluids for different values of the space-dependent and temperature-dependent coefficients (A and B) for a heat source/sink are depicted in Figs. 8(a,b) and 9(a,b) , respectively. It is observed that temperature in the thermal boundary layer increases with increase in A and B (positive values), whereas the thermal boundary layer thickness decelerates with the decrease in the heat absorption parameters A and B (negative values). This is due to the fact that, with an increase in A > 0, B > 0 (heat source), the boundary layer creates energy, which causes the rise in the temperature profiles, whereas, with a decrease in A < 0, B < 0 (heat absorption), the boundary layer absorbs the energy so that the thermal boundary layer thickness decreases in the fluid regime, as shown in Figs. 8(a) and 9(a) . The concentration profiles depreciate with A and B for both heat generation and heat absorption cases and are plotted in Figs. 8(b) and 9(b) . Figure 10 illustrates the effect of the chemical reaction parameter (Cr) on the concentration distributions for both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluid. We see from this figure that the concentration profiles are highly influenced and impeded with the chemical reaction parameter (Cr) in the flow region, whereas there is no remarkable change in the velocity and temperature profiles. The values of skin-friction coefficient (−f ′′ (0)), local Nusselt number (−θ ′ (0)), and local Sherwood number (−ϕ ′ (0)) for both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluid are calculated and presented in Table 3 . It is evident that the local skin-friction coefficient enhances whereas dimensionless heat transfer rates decrease in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids with increasing values of the magnetic field parameter M . Also, the dimensionless mass transfer rates decelerate in both nanofluids with increasing values of M . It is found that the rate of heat transfer and mass transfer increases in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids, but the reverse trend is observed in skinfriction coefficient with the increasing values of nanoparticle volume fraction parameter ε. It is also noted from this table that the rate of change of velocity and temperature retards, whereas the rate of mass transfer increases in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids with increasing values of thermal radiation parameter R. It is reported that rate of velocity depreciates whereas dimensionless heat and mass transfer rates rise in both nanofluids with increasing values of chemical reaction parameter Cr. It is also noted from this table that the skin-friction coefficient is impeded but both heat and mass transfer rates escalate with the increasing values of convection parameter Ra in both nanofluids. The value of the skin-friction coefficient escalates, however, and rates of heat and mass transfer decrease with the higher values of buoyancy ratio parameter N r. 
CONCLUSIONS
In the present article, we have analyzed the boundary layer flow and heat and mass transfer characteristics of Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water nanofluids through a porous medium over a vertical cone by taking thermal radiation, magnetic field, time-dependent and temperature-dependent heat source/sink, and chemical reaction effects into consideration. The conservation equations of mass, momentum, energy, and nanoparticle volume concentration together with the boundary conditions are transformed into a set of highly nonlinear ordinary differential equations with the help of similarity transformations. These transformed equations are solved numerically using an extensively validated, highly efficient, most suitable variational FEM. The important conclusions given by the numerical solutions of the problem are as follows.
1. Velocity profiles depreciate, whereas temperature and concentration profiles elevate, with M in both Al 2 O 3 -water and Ag-water based nanofluids.
2. When the values of φ increase, then the velocity distributions rise, whereas temperature and concentration profiles depreciate in the boundary layer regime.
3. Temperature profiles improve with space dependence (A) and temperature dependence (B) for heat source/sink parameters.
4. As the value of R increases, both velocity and temperature profiles elevate in both the Al 2 O 3 -water and Agwater based nanofluids.
5. The concentration profiles are highly influenced by the chemical reaction parameter in the flow region.
